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Disadvantaged Business Utilization,
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration, Room 9K70, 300 E
Street, SW, Washington, DC 20546,
(202) 358–2088.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
meeting will be open to the public up
to the seating capacity of the room. The
agenda for the meeting is as follows:

January 29, 1998

—Call to Order
—Reading of Minutes
—Ames Small Disadvantaged Business

(SDB) Program
—Report of Chair
—Public Comment
—Subpanel Reports
—New Business
—Adjourn

January 30, 1998

—Report on NASA FY 1997 SDB
Accomplishments

—Status of MBRAC Recommendations
—Special Issues
—Report of Chair
—Adjourn

It is imperative that the meeting be
held on these dates to accommodate the
scheduling priorities of the key
participants. Visitors will be requested
to sign a visitor’s register.

Dated: January 6, 1998.
Alan M. Ladwig,
Advisory Committee Management Officer,
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration.
[FR Doc. 98–916 Filed 1–13–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7510–01–M

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS
ADMINISTRATION

Electronic Records Work Group;
Notice of Meeting

AGENCY: National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA).
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: NARA will hold a public
meeting of the Electronic Records Work
Group on January 29, 1998, to obtain
further comments on issues relating to
NARA’s General Records Schedule
(GRS) 20 for Electronic Records. The
Electronic Records Work Group, with
members drawn from NARA and other
Federal agencies, has been charged with
identifying workable alternatives to the
disposition practices currently
authorized under GRS 20. Additional
information about the Electronic
Records Work Group is available on
NARA’s GRS 20 Internet Web page at
<http://www.nara.gov/records/grs20/>.

DATES: The public meeting will be held
on January 29, 1998, from 9—11 a.m.
Persons who wish to provide formal
comments at the meeting should notify
NARA by telephone (301–713–6677,
ext. 266) or fax (301–713–6850) or e-
mail (grs20@arch2.nara.gov) no later
than noon January 27, 1998.

ADDRESSES: The public meeting will be
held in the National Archives Theater,
National Archives Building, 7th and
Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Washington,
DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lisa
Haralampus at 301–713–6677, extension
266.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the
December 24, 1997, Federal Register (62
FR 67098) NARA published a list of
preliminary issues to be addressed by
the Electronic Records Work Group and
asked for public comment by January 9,
1998. At the public meeting on January
29, 1998, NARA will seek additional
comments on these issues and
suggestions for other issues and
alternatives to the current GRS 20 that
the Work Group should consider.

Persons who wish to provide formal
comments or remarks to the Work
Group may be limited to 10 minutes
each to ensure that all speakers are
heard. Speakers will be notified prior to
the meeting if they will have more than
10 minutes to present their comments.
If time permits, there also will be an
opportunity for informal comment after
the formal comments.

Comments will be considered the
views of the individual presenting them
unless that person identifies the
comments as the views of an agency or
organization.

Following the public meeting, the
Electronic Records Work Group will
meet in a working session that is not
open to the public. Summaries of the
public meeting and the working session
will be posted on NARA’s GRS 20
Internet Web page and available in
paper form from the contact person
named in this notice.

Dated: January 9, 1998.

John W. Carlin,
Archivist of the United States.
[FR Doc. 98–954 Filed 1–13–98; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7515–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. STN 50–454, STN 50–455, STN
50–456 and STN 50–457]

Commonwealth Edison Company;
Byron Station, Units 1 and 2, and
Braidwood Station, Units 1 and 2,
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an exemption
from certain requirements of its
regulations to Facility Operating License
Nos. NPF–37, NPF–66, NPF–72 and
NPF–77, issued to Commonwealth
Edison Company (the licensee), for
operation of Byron Station, Units 1 and
2, and Braidwood Station, Units 1 and
2, located in Ogle County and Will
County, Illinois, respectively.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action

The proposed action would permit
the licensee to use the 1996 Addenda to
the American Society of Mechanical
Engineers (ASME) Boiler and Pressure
Vessel Code (Code), Section XI,
Appendix G, to determine the reactor
vessel pressure-temperature (P–T) limits
and the low-temperature overpressure
protection (LTOP) system setpoints. By
application dated April 3, 1997, as
supplemented by letter dated June 19,
1997, the licensee requested an
exemption from certain requirements of
10 CFR part 50.60, ‘‘Acceptance Criteria
for Fracture Prevention Measures for
Lightwater Nuclear Power Reactors for
Normal Operation.’’ The exemption
would allow application of an alternate
methodology to determine the P–T
limits and LTOP system setpoints for
Byron, Units 1 and 2, and Braidwood,
Units 1 and 2. The proposed alternate
methodology is consistent with
guidelines developed by the ASME
Working Group on Operating Plant
Criteria to define pressure limits during
LTOP events that avoid certain
unnecessary operational restrictions,
provide adequate margins against failure
of the reactor pressure vessel, and
reduce the potential for unnecessary
activation of pressure relieving devices
used for LTOP. These guidelines have
been incorporated into the 1996
Addenda to the ASME Code, Section XI,
Appendix G. However, 10 CFR 50.55a,
‘‘Codes and Standards,’’ has not been
updated to reflect the acceptability of
the 1996 Addenda to the ASME Code.
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The Need for the Proposed Action

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.60, all
lightwater nuclear power reactors must
meet the fracture toughness
requirements for the reactor coolant
pressure boundary as set forth in 10 CFR
Part 50, Appendix G. 10 CFR Part 50,
Appendix G, defines P–T limits during
any condition of normal operation,
including anticipated operational
occurrences and system hydrostatic
tests to which the pressure boundary
may be subjected over its service
lifetime, and specifies that these P–T
limits must be at least as conservative as
the limits obtained by following the
methods of analysis and the margins of
safety of the ASME Code, Section XI,
Appendix G. 10 CFR 50.55a requires
that any reference to ASME Code,
Section XI, in 10 CFR part 50 refers to
addenda through the 1988 Addenda and
editions through the 1989 Edition of the
Code, unless otherwise noted. 10 CFR
50.60(b) specifies that alternatives to the
described requirements in 10 CFR part
50, Appendix G, may be used when an
exemption is granted by the
Commission under 10 CFR 50.12.

To prevent transients that would
produce excursions exceeding the P–T
limits while the reactor is operating at
low temperatures, the licensee installed
the LTOP system. The LTOP system
includes pressure relieving devices
called power-operated relief valves
(PORVs) that are set to open at reduced
pressure when reactor pressure and
temperature are reduced. The PORVs
prevent the pressure in the reactor
vessel from exceeding the P–T limits.
However, to prevent the PORVs from
lifting as a result of normal operating
pressure surges, some margin is needed
between the normal operating pressure
and the PORV setpoint. In addition,
when instrument uncertainty is
considered, the operating window
between the PORV setpoint and the
minimum pressure required for reactor
coolant pump seals is small and
presents difficulties for plant operation.

To prevent pressure from exceeding
the P–T limits, the PORVs would be set
to open at a pressure very close to the
normal pressure inside the reactor. With
the PORV setpoint close to the normal
operating pressure, minor pressure
perturbations that typically occur in the
reactor could cause the PORVs to open.
This is undesirable from the safety
perspective because after every PORV
opening there is some concern that the
PORV may not reclose. A stuck open
PORV would continue to discharge
primary coolant and reduce reactor
pressure until the discharge pathway
was closed by operator action.

The licensee requested use of the
1996 Addenda to the ASME Code,
Section XI, Appendix G. These addenda
to the Code would permit a slightly
higher pressure inside the reactor and a
slightly higher PORV setpoint during
low-temperature, shutdown conditions.
This would reduce the likelihood for
inadvertent opening of the PORVs.

Appendix G of the ASME Code
requires that the P–T limits be
calculated: (a) Using a safety factor of
two on the principal membrane
(pressure) stresses, (b) assuming a flow
at the surface with a depth of one
quarter (1⁄4) of the vessel wall thickness
and a length of six (6) times its depth,
and (c) using a conservative fracture
toughness curve that is based on the
lower bound of static, dynamic, and
crack arrest fracture toughness tests on
material similar to the Byron/Braidwood
reactor vessel material.

For determining the P–T limits,
ComEd proposed to use the safety
margins based on the 1996 Addenda to
the ASME Code in lieu of the 1989
Edition. When compared to the 1989
Edition of the ASME Code, the 1996
Addenda permits the use of a lower
stress intensity factor for determining
the applied stress intensity due to
pressure and thermal stresses. This
results in a slight reduction in the
applied stress intensity and a
corresponding shift in the allowable
pressure at a given temperature in the
non-conservative direction; however,
this difference is minor when compared
to the explicit conservatism
incorporated into the Code, and the
changes in the stress intensity factor are
supported by the work performed by
J.A. Keeney and T.L. Dickson at Oak
Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL) for
the NRC, and others.

1996 Addenda to the ASME Code
require that the system pressure is
maintained below the P–T limits during
normal operation, but allows the
pressure that may occur during LTOP
events to exceed the P–T limits,
provided acceptable margins are
maintained during these events. This
approach protects the pressure vessel
from LTOP events, and maintains the P–
T limits applicable for normal heatup
and cooldown in accordance with 10
CFR Part 50, Appendix G, and Sections
III and XI of the ASME Code.

In determining the PORV setpoint for
LTOP events, the licensee proposed to
use the safety margins of the 1996
Addenda to the ASME Code, Section XI,
Appendix G. This alternate
methodology allows determination of
the setpoint for LTOP events such that
the maximum pressure in the vessel will
not exceed 110 percent of the P–T limits

that are developed using the 1996
Addenda to the ASME Code, Section XI,
Appendix G, methodologies described
above. This results in a safety factor of
1.8 on the principal membrane stresses.
All other factors, including the assumed
flaw size and fracture toughness, remain
the same. Although this methodology
would reduce the safety factor on the
principal membrane stresses, use of the
proposed criteria will provide adequate
margins of safety for the reactor vessel
during LTOP events.

Use of the 1996 Addenda to the
ASME Code, Section XI, Appendix G,
safety margins will reduce operational
challenges during low temperature, low
pressure operations. In terms of overall
safety, the safety benefits derived from
simplified operations and the reduced
potential for undesirable opening of the
PORVs will more than offset the
reduction of the principal membrane
stress safety factor that may occur
during LTOP events. Reduced
operational challenges will reduce the
potential for undesirable impacts to the
environment.

It should be noted that the provision
to set the PORV setpoint such that it
protects 110 percent of the P–T limits is
already part of the Byron and
Braidwood licensing basis. This
provision was approved in the
exemption to 10 CFR 50.60 granted to
Byron on November 29, 1996, and to
Braidwood on July 13, 1995, and
December 12, 1997, for Units 1 and 2,
respectively, to allow the use of ASME
Code Case N–514. Therefore, while it
represents a change from the 1989
Edition of the ASME Code, it is not a
change to the licensing basis for these
facilities.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The Commission has completed its
review of the proposed action and
concludes that the proposed action
involves features located entirely within
the protected areas as defined in 10 CFR
part 20.

The proposed action will not result in
an increase in the probability or
consequences of accidents or result in a
change in occupational or offsite dose.
Therefore, there are no radiological
impacts associated with the proposed
action.

The proposed action will not result in
a change in nonradiological plant
effluent and will have no other
nonradiological environmental impact.

Accordingly, the Commission
concludes that there are no
environmental impacts associated with
this action.
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Alternatives to the Proposed Action

Since the Commission has concluded
there is no measurable environmental
impact associated with the proposed
action, any alternatives with equal or
greater environmental impact need not
be evaluated. As an alternative to the
proposed action, the staff considered
denial of the proposed action. Denial of
the application would result in no
change in current environmental
impacts. The environmental impacts of
the proposed action and the alternative
action are similar.

Alternative Use of Resources

This action does not involve the use
of any resources not previously
considered in the Final Environmental
Statement for the Byron Station or the
Braidwood Station.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

In accordance with its stated policy,
on January 9, 1998, the staff consulted
with the Illinois State official, Frank
Niziolek of the Illinois Department of
Nuclear Safety, regarding the
environmental impact of the proposed
action. The State official had no
comments.

Finding of No Significant Impact

Based upon the environmental
assessment, the Commission concludes
that the proposed action will not have
a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
Commission has determined not to
prepare an environmental impact
statement for the proposed action.

For further details with respect to the
proposed action, see the licensee’s letter
dated April 3, 1997, as supplemented by
letter dated June 19, 1997, which are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
The Gelman Building, 2120 L Street,
NW., Washington, DC, and at the Local
Public Document Room located: For
Byron, the Byron Public Library District,
109 N. Franklin, P.O. Box 434, Byron,
Illinois 61010; for Braidwood, the
Wilmington Public Library, 201 S.
Kankakee Street, Wilmington, Illinois
60481.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 9th day
of January 1998.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

George F. Dick, Jr.,
Senior Project Manager, Project Directorate
III–2, Division of Reactor Projects—III/IV,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 98–891 Filed 1–13–98; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards; Meeting of the ACRS
Subcommittee on Plant Operations

The ACRS Subcommittee on Plant
Operations will hold a meeting on
February 3, 1998, in Room T–2B3,
11545 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland.

The entire meeting will be open to
public attendance.

The agenda for the subject meeting
shall be as follows:

Tuesday, February 3, 1998—8:30 a.m.
Until 12:00 Noon

The Subcommittee will continue its
review of proposed improvements to the
Senior Management Meeting (SMM)
process. The purpose of this meeting is
to gather information, analyze relevant
issues and facts, and to formulate
proposed positions and actions, as
appropriate, for deliberation by the full
Committee.

Oral statements may be presented by
members of the public with the
concurrence of the Subcommittee
Chairman; written statements will be
accepted and made available to the
Committee. Electronic recordings will
be permitted only during those portions
of the meeting that are open to the
public, and questions may be asked only
by members of the Subcommittee, its
consultants, and staff. Persons desiring
to make oral statements should notify
the cognizant ACRS staff engineer
named below five days prior to the
meeting, if possible, so that appropriate
arrangements can be made.

During the initial portion of the
meeting, the Subcommittee, along with
any of its consultants who may be
present, may exchange preliminary
views regarding matters to be
considered during the balance of the
meeting.

The Subcommittee will then hear
presentations by and hold discussions
with representatives of the NRC staff,
and other interested persons regarding
this review.

Further information regarding topics
to be discussed, whether the meeting
has been canceled or rescheduled, the
Chairman’s ruling on requests for the
opportunity to present oral statements
and the time allotted therefor can be
obtained by contacting the cognizant
ACRS staff engineer, Mr. Michael T.
Markley (telephone 301/415–6885)
between 7:30 a.m. and 4:15 p.m. (EST).
Persons planning to attend this meeting
are urged to contact the above named
individual one or two working days

prior to the meeting to be advised of any
potential changes to the agenda, etc.,
that may have occurred.

Dated: January 8, 1998.
Gail H. Marcus,
Acting Deputy Executive Director.
[FR Doc. 98–872 Filed 1–13–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–U

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards Subcommittee Meeting on
Planning and Procedures; Notice of
Meeting

The ACRS Subcommittee on Planning
and Procedures will hold a meeting on
February 4, 1998, Room T–2B1, 11545
Rockville Pike, Rockville, Maryland.

The entire meeting will be open to
public attendance, with the exception of
a portion that may be closed pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) (2) and (6) to discuss
organizational and personnel matters
that relate solely to internal personnel
rules and practices of ACRS, and
information the release of which would
constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy.

The agenda for the subject meeting
shall be as follows:

Wednesday, February 4, 1998—12:00
Noon Until 1:30 p.m.

The Subcommittee will discuss
proposed ACRS activities and related
matters. It may also discuss the
qualifications of candidates for
appointment to the ACRS. The purpose
of this meeting is to gather information,
analyze relevant issues and facts, and to
formulate proposed positions and
actions, as appropriate, for deliberation
by the full Committee.

Oral statements may be presented by
members of the public with the
concurrence of the Subcommittee
Chairman; written statements will be
accepted and made available to the
Committee. Electronic recordings will
be permitted only during those portions
of the meeting that are open to the
public, and questions may be asked only
by members of the Subcommittee, its
consultants, and staff. Persons desiring
to make oral statements should notify
the cognizant ACRS staff person named
below five days prior to the meeting, if
possible, so that appropriate
arrangements can be made.

Further information regarding topics
to be discussed, the scheduling of
sessions open to the public, whether the
meeting has been canceled or
rescheduled, the Chairman’s ruling on
requests for the opportunity to present


